
N90845.AR.0000'35 

MEETING MINUTES 
APRIL 4 1991 

RI/FS MEETING AT BETHPAGE, NY 

PURPOSE: To discuss Grumman's RI/FS at Bethpage and the Navy's 
scheduled start of their RI/FS. 

ATTENDEES . 
DPRO 

Martin Simonson 
James Wright 

Grumman 

John Uhlmann 
Andy Barber - Geraghty & Miller 

Northern Division 

James Szykman 
Paul Wentworth - Remedial Project Manager 

New York DEC_ 

John Barnes - Project Manager 
Kamal K. Gupta 
Chris MaGee 
Susan McCormick 

Background 

The NYDEC is scheduled to issue a ROD in September 1993. 
Grumman has already started their RI with a draft RI report 
scheduled f!or November 1992 (encl 1). 

The question posed by NYDEC was "how is the Navy going to 
fall in with Grumman's schedule?". 

Discussion 

The Navy passed out their proposed schedule (encl 2) and 
indicated that the recommendation of the IAS would be the 
guidance for the SOW of the field work. A draft RI is scheduled 
for mid February 1992. 

The possibility of using Grumman's QA/QC plan and the Health 
& Safety plan from their RI/FS was discussed. This would allow a 
quick start for the Navy's contractor NUS. 
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NYDEC said that the following submissions would be required 
prior to the start of the Navy's RI field work; QA/QC plan, 
Health & Safety plan, Sampling plan. Information such as the 
site geology, hydrology and site operations can be ref'erenced 
from Grumman's RI/FS work plan and the Navy's IAS. The NYDEC had 
no problem with the use of Grumman's QA/QC and Health & Sa:Eety 
plan until one can be developed by the Navy's contractor. 

Ms. Susan McCormick said that NYDEC will write the PRA, Plan 
Of Remedial Action, and the ROD. It was indicated that thle Navy, 
being a federal agency, will be allowed to have input into both 
documents. 

A brief discussion was held on the Hooker Superfund Site, 
adjacent to Grumman's facility. The RI report is due to be made 
public soon with a ROD scheduled for June 1992. 

Grumman will be holding a public meeting in January 1.992 
with the main topic of discussion being their approved RI work 
plan and the first phase of field work. NYDEC will be the led 
agency for the public meeting. DPRO indicated that they would 
like to be at the same point in the Navy's RI so the :Navy can 
piggyback the Grumman meeting. 

Monthly Progress Reports will be submitted by the Navy to 
NYDEC and DPRO. DPRO will provide a copy to Grumman. 

Action Items 

Ms. Susan McCormick will provide the Navy an answer on 
whether or not NYDEC sees a conflict of interest with NUS using 
their own lab to do the analytical work. 
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Table -* Revised Schedule and Deliverables for the Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study at the Grumman Aerospace Corporation, 
Bethpage, New York. 

TASKS TIME 

1991 I 1992 ‘I 993 -__ 

A Remedial Investigation. 

1. Revised Field Investigation 

Scope of Work: 

a. Monitoring Well and Soil 
Boring Installation. (1) 

b. Pump Installation. 

c. Ground-Water Sampling (2) (3) 
and Water-Level Measurements. 

d. Recharge Basin Water and 
Bottom Sediment Sampling. 

e. Soil-Gas Survey. 

2. Preparation of Basic Data Report. 

3. Scoping Sessions with NYSDEC. 

4. Additional Investigation (4). 

5. lndentificaiion of Preliminary 

Remedial Technologies. 

6. Baseline Exposure Assessment. 

7. Preparation of Draft Remediaf 

Investigation Report. 

8. Preparation of Final Remedial 
Investigation Report (5). 

9. Remedial Investigation Support: 

a. Remedial Investigation 

Management and Coordination. 

b. Remedial Investigation 

Community Relation. 

c. Remedial Investigation Quality 
Assurance/Quality Control. 

-- 

FMAMJJASr 3ND 

(1) Split-spoon formation samples collected every 10 feet 

(2) Ground-water samples analyzed for volatile organic compounds only. 
(3) Well N-3554 sampled with packer arrangement. 
(4) Scope of work to be determined. 
,7 Deliverable. 
- Occurance and duration of activity specified. 

-- Intermittent activity. 

DELIVERY.XLS 

A M . JASONDJ 



Table-. Revised Schedule and Deliverables for the Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study at the Grumman Aerospace Corporation, 
Bethpage, New York. 
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-- 

TASKS TIME 

1931 I 1992 I 1993 -- 

N D 

- - 
B. Feasibility Study. 

10. Development of Alternatives. 

11. Initial Screening of Alternatives. 

12. Detailed Evaluation of Alternatives. 

13. Preparation of Draft Feasibility 
Study Report. 

14. Preparation of Final Feasibility 
Study Report. 

15. Feasibility Study Support: 

a. Feasibility Study 
Management and Coordination. 

b. Feasibility Study 
Community Relation. 

c. Feasibility Study Quality 
Assurance/Quality Control. 

-- - 

(1) Split-spoon formation samples collected every 10 feet. 
(2) Ground-water samples analyzed for volatile organic compounds only 

(3) Well N-3554 sampled with packer arrangement. 

(4) Scope of work to be determined. 
0 Deliverable. 

- Occurance and duration of activity specified. 

- intermittent activity. 

J FMAMJJASONO, h I 

DELIVERY.XLS 

GERAGHTY c? I\lILLER. INC. 
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